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CIA ' 3 FOU affidavits 

It was a masterful performance, more so because it was honest (if incomplete) 
and shocking. Much was lost or obscured in the shock, obfuscated farthur by the 
Blakely coveringup end the inept committee questioning, which never got to what should 
have been the major thrust of questioning. 

fr.hrst can be if one to us is what rebuts the CIA's allegations in its affidavits. 

hike it cannot officially acknowledge the existence of its stations because 
that would offend the countries in which its stations are located. While this is 
nonsensical, it is the new line in the newer affidavits. Thera is answer in * art’s 
disclosure* when i' was not necessary to Ms testimony, that he had been station 
cfcieiff in two countries, Korea and Vietnam. Probably morn like this. I’ll have to read 
my notes before we are in court again. 

These committee dopes pursuing their own sinister plottings they regard as good 
and accessary national policy set the stags perfectly for what I regard sa a magni- 
ficent if e typical CIA performance. Ti«?ii- porfojmanco ma brilliant, a* was their 
thinking', aka gsn» plan. 

They really did Angle ton in without mentioning his name* as acid®. 



They disassociated the present fror the past in the CJ.&, which in untrue but 
they got away Aiti it. They gave the appearance of following the misread and mis- 
understood col by line and projected the imag* of coming clean, ending the basusea 
of the past with this thorough confession -of an intelligence insanity nobody would 
ever expect of a proi'asaional organization anda of which there in little likelihood 
iu the future anyway. They confessed no more than was accessary* w'-deh amounts only 
to detail's of what was already known. There is no reason to question genuineness in 
what wan dons, from hart's projection of honesty and revulsion cad fcnrfchrightnoss 



to his r.- presentation that in this ha spoke for Turner and tbs top eoaaand. But what 
was relevant ho did not testify to* war. not prepared to testify to, the cow&ttee 
did not want him to testify to end it gave no signs of getting anyone else to 
testify to. This Is where the mutual obscuring will be obscure to aim ost nil. To 
help it along the oomnittas lied and engaged in falsa pretenses and * : -art wan pro- 
perly unqualified to testify, with a logical and 1 an sure truthful explan&tion- 
h® -.now nothing about it in a comparbaented organisation and he had specified in 
advance that he could not and would not testify to it - Oswald's connections and 
career. This cannot have been a Biskay overnight. It is certain ho arranged with the 
CJA in advance for the testimony ho did want. His introduction makes clear the 
testimony he didn t want without so stating. It states what l»a wanted to have believed- 
tha‘ it is all irrelevant, which shat ho went into is and what he omitted is net. I 
doubt the papers will have Ms today. (l saw no evening! TV lest night). 

Sot limited to tMs the committee spelled it all out on one of the morning TV 
shows, from what I was told last night. Stokes end Froysr were on the show right 
before those ho rings began* probably SBC' a Today. (Save ought to ask then for a 
t pe/ trim script for the archive.) They said their purpero wes to end all the rumors 



end they wore going to succeed* hat already succeeded* 



The basic lies include what the FBI reports stats and the committee in what is 
public ignores and pr tends is otherwise. Ssamples are surveillance of Oswald in the 
USSR and whether or not ho had any connection with the CIA. If he had any, as Indica- 
tions are he could have, then there is nothing more significant to the CIA than keeping 
this from any attention, f thin was the plan it succeeded. And in. fact Oswald was, 
according to Kosenko* under survoill nee. y f course when ha had no phone he was not 
under "technical surveillance," the one kind I recall from the questioning. There 
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